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Forms 


Forms relating to orders and judge disqualification or withdrawal, generally, see Am. Jur. Pleading and Practice Forms, 
Judges; Am. Jur. Pleading and Practice Forms, Criminal Procedure [Westlaw®(r) Search Query] 


Some jurisdictions that have addressed the issue hold that a judge may rescind a recusal where valid grounds appear on the 


record. ! 


In jurisdictions where all orders entered after a disqualification are void, a judge who self-recuses from a case cannot 
subsequently preside over the same case, even though the original reason for disqualification no longer exists and neither party 


objects.? 


A judge who self-recuses due to a friendship with counsel for one of the parties may revoke the recusal and reenter the case 
where the attorney withdraws from the case,” unless the withdrawal is no more than a ruse wherein the attorney retains the same 


interests in the case after withdrawal as before, in which case the disqualification is not removed.“ 


A judge who would otherwise be disqualified because of a relationship to an attorney who has a contingent fee contract with 
one ofthe parties is no longer disqualified where the contingent fee contract is abrogated, even if the attorney does not withdraw 


from the case.” 
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